Impact of partial sleep deprivation on psychological functioning : effects on mindfulness and basic psychological need satisfaction by Campbell, Rachel et al.
ORIGINAL PAPER
Impact of Partial Sleep Deprivation on Psychological
Functioning: Effects on Mindfulness and Basic Psychological
Need Satisfaction
Rachel Campbell1 & Bart Soenens1 & Netta Weinstein2 & Maarten Vansteenkiste1
# Springer Science+Business Media, LLC 2017
Abstract Extending previous research on the psychological
costs of sleep deprivation, the present study examined the
impact of insufficient sleep on the capacity to be mindful as
well as on the satisfaction of individuals’ basic psychological
needs, two psychological sources of mental health. The inter-
relationship between these two psychological resources and
fatigue following sleep deprivation was also examined.
Participants were 49 adults (77% female; Mage = 32.81 years,
SD = 13.09 years) who were randomly assigned to either an
experimental (N = 23) or a control (N = 26) group. The study
had a 4-day within-person design. In the experimental group, a
baseline assessment day was followed by 3 days of partial sleep
deprivation (i.e., 5-h sleep per night), whereas participants in
the control group slept as usual across the 4-day period.
Participants rated their fatigue and psychological functioning
each evening and wore an actigraph watch which monitored
their sleep. Participants reported increased fatigue after 1 day of
sleep deprivation, whereas it took 3 days of sleep deprivation
before their mindfulness and need satisfaction deteriorated.
Mediational analyses indicated that decreased need satisfaction
after 3 days of sleep deprivation was completely accounted for
(i.e., explained) by increased fatigue and subsequent decreases
in mindfulness. These findings build on previous research by
showing that mindfulness and need-based experiences not only
precede but also follow from sleep at night.
Keywords Sleep deprivation .Mindfulness . Basic
psychological needs . Fatigue
Sleep deprivation is rampant in modern society. Although it is
recommended that adults sleep 7 hours or more per night to
function optimally (Watson et al. 2015), recent polls and studies
indicate that up to 40% of the general public sleep less than 6
hours a night on average (Ford et al. 2015; Jones 2013).
Insufficient sleep can have a detrimental impact on physical
functioning, with fatigue being one of the most immediate man-
ifestations of sleep deprivation (e.g., Klumpers et al. 2015;
Minkel et al. 2014). Apart from fatigue, lack of sleep also
comes at a considerable psychological cost and has been shown
to result in depressedmood (Kahn-Greene et al. 2007), elevated
anxiety (Pires et al. 2016), and impaired cognitive functioning
(e.g., Frenda and Fenn 2016). The present study sought to fur-
ther investigate the psychological effects of sleep deprivation
on two important and interrelated predictors of well-being, that
is, individuals’ capacity to be mindful and the satisfaction of
their basic psychological needs for autonomy, competence, and
relatedness (Brown and Ryan 2003; Ryan and Deci 2017).
Mindfulness is conceptualized as an open awareness of
present moment experiences (Brown and Ryan 2003). There
is rising interest in mindfulness in the health literature because
an increasing number of studies indicate that being mindful
has salutary effects on psychological (e.g., Chiesa and Serretti
2009; Vollestad et al. 2012) and physical health (e.g.,
Davidson et al. 2003; Reibel et al. 2001). More relevant to
the present research, a number of correlational (e.g., Howell
et al. 2010, 2008) and mindfulness-based intervention studies
(e.g., Kanen et al. 2015) indicate that being mindful leads to
better sleep quality and longer sleep duration. This is presum-
ably because mindfulness allows for a more observant and
accepting approach to sleep-interfering arousal processes
* Rachel Campbell
Rachel.Campbell@UGent.be
1 Department of Developmental, Personality and Social Psychology,
Ghent University, Henri Dunantlaan 2, 9000 Ghent, Belgium
2 School of Psychology, Cardiff University, Cardiff, Wales
Mindfulness
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12671-017-0848-1
which promotes better sleep at night (Lundh 2005). However,
although a lack of mindfulness might leave individuals vul-
nerable to poor sleep, the reverse is also plausible, namely that
being sleep deprived may interfere with individuals’ capacity
to be mindful. Yet, no previous studies have directly examined
this alternative causal pathway.
Previous experimental research provides some indirect
evidence which suggests that insufficient sleep may un-
dermine the capacity to be mindful. For instance, experi-
mental studies have found that sleep deprivation leads to a
lack of focused attention (Harrision and Horne 2000),
with partial sleep deprivation (i.e., sleeping 5 hours a
night) increasing individuals’ distractibility during monot-
onous tasks (Anderson and Horne 2006). Furthermore, a
more recent experimental study found that total sleep dep-
rivation (i.e., total sleep loss for 24 hours) resulted in
increased mind wandering (i.e., having task-unrelated
thoughts) during a subsequent visual task (Poh et al.
2016). Given that mindfulness involves purposefully pay-
ing attention to events and experiences as they occur
(Brown and Ryan 2003), these findings imply that mind-
fulness is likely to be impaired by sleep deprivation.
Importantly, the open awareness characteristic of mind-
ful individuals is thought to facilitate behavior that is
concordant with one’s preferences, values, and interests
(Ryan and Deci 2017; Christie et al. 2016) and mindful-
ness has previously been linked to the fulfillment of in-
herent psychological needs (Brown and Ryan 2003).
Indeed, given its close ties with mindfulness, another im-
portant aspect of psychological functioning that may be
impacted by sleep deprivation is the satisfaction of basic
psychological needs. Self-determination theory (SDT;
Ryan and Deci 2017) identifies three basic psychological
needs which are thought to be universal and essential for
mental health. These are the need for autonomy—
experiencing a sense of volition and choice in one’s ac-
tivities, the need for competence—feeling capable of
achieving desired outcomes, and the need for related-
ness—feeling connected to, and cared for, by important
others. Whereas need satisfaction is important for well-
being and optimal functioning, the active frustration
(i.e., experiencing pressure, incompetence, loneliness) of
these needs is said to elicit maladaptive functioning
(Vansteenkiste and Ryan 2013).
These three basic psychological needs are central to
individuals’ well-being, psychosocial adjustment, and
physical health (Ryan and Deci 2017). Studies have dem-
onstrated their satisfaction to relate to psychological well-
being, including life satisfaction, positive emotions, and
subjective energy (Chen et al. 2015; Deci and Ryan 2000;
Reis et al. 2000), whereas their frustration has been
shown to predict ill-being and to deplete energetic re-
sources (e.g., Bartholomew et al. 2011). Several studies
have also found a relation between SDT’s psychological
needs and quality and quantity of sleep among healthy
adults (Campbell et al. 2015) and clinical samples at risk
for poor sleep (Campbell et al. 2016; Campbell et al.
2017a). Interestingly, findings from a recent diary study
among adolescents indicated that poorer self-reported
quality and quantity of sleep related to more need frustra-
tion throughout the day (Campbell et al. 2017b).
However, the correlational nature of these findings
prevented conclusions about the direction of effects.
Indeed, given that sleep deprivation reduces subjective en-
ergy (e.g., Frenda and Fenn 2016), and that energy is presum-
ably required to remain present and attentive to daily experi-
ences (i.e., mindful), insufficient sleep is likely to undermine
psychological need satisfaction. Thus, reduced mindfulness
resulting from depleted energy is likely to preclude individ-
uals from selecting need-satisfying activities as well as pre-
vent them from deriving a sense of need satisfaction from
ongoing activities throughout the day. There is some indirect
evidence for our reasoning, with studies indicating that mind-
fulness relates positively to need satisfaction and that, con-
versely, low mindfulness increases individuals’ susceptibility
for need frustrating experiences (e.g., Brown and Ryan 2003).
However, research is yet to formally test the possibility that
sleep deprivation causally impacts on daily need experiences
through increases in fatigue, which then in turn impairs pres-
ent moment awareness (i.e., reduced mindfulness).
Furthermore, given that energy is needed to proactively en-
gage in and seek opportunities for need satisfaction, it is also
possible that reduced energy following sleep deprivation (i.e.,
fatigue) may directly undermine psychological need satisfac-
tion. Thus, fatigue may directly result in lower need
satisfaction/more need frustration (i.e., without being
accounted for by impaired mindfulness).
The main objective of the present study was to exam-
ine the impact of partial sleep deprivation (i.e., sleeping
less than 5 hours a night) on subjective fatigue, mindful-
ness, and psychological need-based experiences. We hy-
pothesized that sleep deprivation would result in increased
fatigue, impaired mindfulness, and reduced need-based
experiences (as indexed by reduced need satisfaction and
increased need frustration; i.e., hypothesis 1). Apart from
examining the main effect of sleep deprivation, our sec-
ond objective was to explore in greater detail how these
hypothesized changes in fatigue and psychological func-
tioning (i.e., mindfulness and need experiences) relate to
one another. We examined whether increased fatigue
stemming from sleep deprivation would lead to poorer
psychological functioning. Specifically, we hypothesized
that increases in fatigue following sleep deprivation
would relate to decreased need satisfaction and increased
need frustration both directly and indirectly via reduced
mindfulness (i.e., hypothesis 2).
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Method
Participants
All participants were recruited via flyers and online ad-
vertisements through social media. The final sample
consisted of 49 Belgian adults (see Fig. 1 for a flow chart
displaying the selection process for these participants, and
a full description of this process below). The mean age of
the sample was 32.81 years (SD = 13.09, range = 21–
69 years). Sixty-seven percent of the final sample was
female; 53% were employed and the remaining 47% were
unemployed or students.
Procedure
The study consisted of two parts. In the first part, partic-
ipants were screened using an online questionnaire and in
the second part, the experimental study was conducted.
Prior to filling in the online questionnaire (i.e., part 1),
all participants were made aware of the voluntary nature
of the study and their anonymity was guaranteed.
Participants were informed that they may be asked to de-
prive their sleep in the second part of the study. Online
informed consent was obtained from all participants.
Participants who only completed the first part of the study
received one cinema ticket for their participation and par-
ticipants who completed both parts received two cinema
tickets. The study was carried out between February 2016
and May 2016 and was approved by the host University’s
Ethical Review Board.
Part 1 (Screening)
An online questionnaire was used to screen participants for the
following inclusion criteria: participants were required to be
older than 18 years of age, could not have children under the
age of three, use sleep medication, and have severe sleep dis-
turbances or depressive symptoms, given the likely impact of
these factors on sleep. Of the 114 individuals who filled in the
online screening, 58 (50.88%) met the inclusion criteria and
were invited to participate in part 2. Of the 58 participants who
were invited to participate, 4 (6.90%) declined because they
were not willing to deprive their sleep. The remaining 54
participants were randomly allocated to the experimental
group (N = 26) and the control group (N = 28; Fig. 1).
Part 2 (Experimental Study)
The study involved a 4-day within-person design. In the ex-
perimental group, participants were instructed to sleep as usu-
al on the first day of the study and on the following three
consecutive days, they were instructed to restrict their sleep
to 5 hours per night, whereas participants in the control group
were simply instructed to sleep as usual for the 4 days.
Participants in the experimental group were free to choose
when they wanted to sleep at night (e.g., between 00:00 and
5:00 or between 02:00 and 07:00). All participants took part
from a Sunday evening to a Thursday morning to avoid week-
end effects (Ryan, Bernstein, & Brown 2010). Participants
were allowed to choose which month they wanted to partici-
pate in the study (either February, March, April, or May) and
were informed whether they would be required to deprive
# participants who filled in the 
online screening 
N = 114 
# included participants 
N = 58 (50.88%) 
# excluded participants 
        Total N= 56 (49.12%) 
        PSQI > 5 N = 51 (91.07%) 
        BDI > 13 N = 2 (3.57%) 
       Shift work N = 3 (5.36%) 
# participants who took part 
N = 54 (93.10%) 
Drop-out 
N = 4 (6.90%) 
Control condition 
N = 28 (51.85%)
Experimental condition 
N = 26 (48.15%) 
Excluded 
N = 3 (11.54%) 
Excluded  
N = 2 (7.14%)
Final Control condition 
N = 26 (48.15%) 
Final Experimental condition 
N= 23 (42.59%) 
Fig. 1 Flow chart of participation
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their sleep or not on the first day of the study (i.e., on the
Sunday morning). During a first home visit, trained research
assistants provided participants with a diary and an actigraph
watch. Participants in both groups filled in the diary every
evening and rated items assessing their fatigue and psycho-
logical functioning (i.e., mindfulness and psychological need
experiences). All participants also wore the actigraph watch
for the full duration of the study which objectively monitored
their sleep duration. During a second home visit, the complet-
ed diaries and actigraph watches were collected by the re-
search assistants.
After preliminary inspection of the data, results from five
participants were deemed invalid and were removed from the
data set. These were data from three participants from the
experimental group who failed to comply with the sleep re-
striction protocol and two participants from the control group
who slept less than 5 hours per night throughout the duration
of the study. This resulted in a final sample of 23 in the exper-
imental group and 26 in the control group (total n = 49).
Measures
Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index The Pittsburgh Sleep
Quality Index (PSQI) (Buysse et al. 1989) was used to screen
participants for sleep disturbances. The PSQI consists of 19
items which generate scores on 7 components: subjective poor
sleep quality, sleep latency, sleep duration, habitual sleep effi-
ciency, sleep disturbances, use of hypnotics, and daytime dys-
function. These component scores are then summed to pro-
duce a global score between 0 and 21. A global PSQI score of
> 5 distinguishes between poor and good sleepers (Buysse
et al. 1989), with higher scores indicating worse sleep quality.
All participants who initially scored above 5 were excluded
from participating in the experimental phase of the study to
ensure a healthy and homogenous sample. Of the 114 partic-
ipants who completed the screening measure, 44.74% (n = 51)
were excluded due to scoring above the cut-off of 5.
Beck Depression Inventory-II The Beck Depression
Inventory-II (BDI-II) (Beck et al. 1996) screened participants
for depressive symptoms. Participants were asked to rate the
21 depressive symptoms on a scale from 0 (not present) to 3
(severe) with respect to how they felt during the past week.
Scores were summed to provide an overall score between 0
and 63. BDI scores from 0 to 13 suggest absent to minimal
depressive symptoms, whereas scores from 14 to 63 represent
mild to severe depressive symptoms. Two participants (1.74%
of the sample) who scored above 13 were excluded from par-
ticipating in the study.
Fatigue Fatigue was assessed using the lassitude subscale
from the Inventory of Depression and Anxiety Symptoms
(IDAS; Watson et al. 2007). This six-item scale was adapted
to assess symptoms of fatigue experienced during the past day
(e.g., BToday I felt sleepy and drowsy^). All items were rated
on a 5-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (not at all) to 5 (very
much so). The scale had an average reliability of .87; range
across days = .84–.89.
Mindfulness State mindfulness was measured using a validat-
ed shortened version of the Mindfulness Attention Awareness
Scale (MAAS; Brown and Ryan 2003). This version consists
of five items (i.e., BToday I said or did things on ‘automatic
pilot’ without being conscious of what I did or said^) which
assessed the extent to which participants were mindful during
the past day on a scale of 1 (completely disagree) to 6
(completely agree). The MAAS had an average reliability of
.74, range across days = .68–.77.
Psychological Need Experiences Daily satisfaction and frus-
tration of the basic psychological needs for autonomy, com-
petence, and relatedness were assessed using the Basic
Psychological Need Satisfaction and Need Frustration Scale
(BPNSNFS; Chen et al. 2015). The scale consists of 24 items,
8 items per need, 4 of which tap into need satisfaction and 4 of
which tap into need frustration. All participants rated on a
scale of 1 (not at all true) to 5 (very true) as to whether they
felt that their needs for autonomy (e.g., BToday I felt that my
decisions reflected what I really wanted^, BI felt forced to do
many things that I didn’t choose to do^), competence (e.g.,
BToday I felt capable of achieving my goals^, BI had serious
doubts about whether I could do things well^), and relatedness
(e.g., BToday I felt connected with the people who care about
me and who I care about^, BToday I felt excluded from the
group that I want to belong to^) were satisfied or frustrated
during the past day. The diary format of the BPNSNFS has
shown good validity in past research (Van der Kaap-Deeder
et al. 2017). Two composite scores were created by averaging
the 12 items assessing need satisfaction (average α = .91;
range across days = .90–.91) and the 12 items that assessed
need frustrat ion (average α = .87; range across
days = .85–.89).
Objective Registration of Sleep Duration
To objectively register daily sleep duration, all participants
wore a MotionWatch 8 actigraph watch (Wave Medical
B.V.; The Netherlands) for the full duration of the experimen-
tal study. The MotionWatch 8 is an unobtrusive, light-weight
device which was worn by all participants on their non-
dominant arm. The device includes a digital accelerometer
which measures movement, thereby allowing for the differen-
tiation between wake and sleep states for each 30-s period of
recording. Daily sleep duration was extracted from the
actigraph data using the CamNtech MotionWare software
(version1.1.25) validated algorithm.
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Data Analysis
To examine whether the induced sleep deprivation had an
effect on the study variables (i.e., hypothesis 1), repeated mea-
sures ANOVAs were performed using SPSS. In these analy-
ses, we examined whether shifts in the assessed constructs
from one measurement moment to another differed in the
control versus the experimental condition. Specifically, for
each dependent variable (i.e., fatigue, mindfulness, need sat-
isfaction, and need frustration), condition (i.e., control group
versus experimental group) was included as a between-person
factor and time was included as a within-person factor.
Specifically, the following comparisons were made: (1) base-
line assessment versus sleep deprivation day 1, (2) baseline
assessment versus sleep deprivation day 2, and (3) baseline
assessment versus sleep deprivation day 3. We chose to ex-
amine effects of sleep deprivation in this stepwise fashion
(rather than through one omnibus effect across the days) so
as to gain insight into exactly when (i.e., on which day) the
effects of the sleep deprivation manifested.
Having established effects of sleep deprivation on changes
in each of the separate study variables, we then examined the
integrated model (i.e., hypothesis 2). To test this model, we
estimated within-person changes in each of the study variables
through latent change models (LCMs) in Mplus 7 (with max-
imum likelihood as estimator). LCMs are widely acknowl-
edged as a more reliable method to estimate change compared
to difference scores. Specifically, they estimate within-person
change across two measurement moments (e.g., from the
baseline assessment to sleep deprivation day 3) using latent
variables for intercept (i.e., level) and slope (i.e., change over
time) (Beyers and Goossens 2008). Each latent change model
consisted of a longitudinal measurement model defining the
latent variables (i.e., fatigue, mindfulness, need satisfaction,
and need frustration) at each time point by their respective
indicators and a structural model which defined latent level
and change factors for each latent variable and further speci-
fied how these levels and changes were interrelated (Hertzog
et al. 2003). Further, co-variances among the residuals of the
same indicators over time were specified (Sörbom 1975). In
the longitudinal measurement model, each latent variable was
represented by two parcels. Parcels were created by combin-
ing stronger loading items with weaker loading items from
each scale (Little et al. 2002).
The latent factor scores for the level (i.e., intercept) and
within-person changes in each variable were extracted and
saved as separate variables. These saved variables were then
used to test the proposed integrated models in Mplus7.
Specifically, a structural model was used to examine whether
within-person decreases in fatigue resulting from sleep depri-
vation would lead to decreases in mindfulness, and whether
decreases in mindfulness would then in turn lead to impaired
need experiences (i.e., hypothesis 2). Model fit was evaluated
using the Comparative Fit Index (CFI); the root mean squared
error of approximation (RMSEA); and the standardized root
means square residual (SRMR). An acceptable fit was indi-
cated by CFI values of .90 or above, and RMSEA and SRMR
values of around .08 or below (Hu and Bentler 1999; Kline
2005). Background characteristics (i.e., age and gender) were
controlled for in all models.
Results
The relations between participants’ background characteris-
tics (i.e., age and gender) and the study variables were exam-
ined using a MANCOVA with gender as a between-subjects
variable, age as a covariate, and all the study variables as
dependent variables. Neither participants’ age, F(19,
24) = 1.69, ns, or gender, F(19, 24) = .12, ns, yielded a sig-
nificant multivariate main effect.
To examine whether participants in the experimental group
slept fewer hours relative to their baseline assessment and
relative to the control group, a series of repeated measures
ANOVAs were performed with objectively assessed sleep du-
ration as an outcome. As shown in Table 1, all time × condi-
tion interactions were significant, indicating that the experi-
mental group and control group displayed different trajecto-
ries in sleep duration. Furthermore, as shown in Table 2, the
mean scores indicated that participants in the experimental
group slept less than those in the control group and averaged
4:38, 4:38, and 4:30 hours of sleep on sleep deprivation days
1, 2, and 3, respectively. These findings indicate that the ex-
perimental manipulation of sleep duration was successful.
Main Effects of Sleep Deprivation In Table 1, the condition
effects, time effects, and time × condition interactions are
shown for each of the assessed study variables. Significant
time × condition interactions indicate that the control group
and experimental group displayed a different trajectory in the
assessed outcomes from the baseline assessment to the sleep
deprivation days. As this is most relevant to our research
question, we will limit ourselves to discussing the findings
of these interactions.
With regard to fatigue, all time × condition interactions
were significant. This indicated that relative to the control
group, participants in the sleep deprivation condition reported
significantly more fatigue already after 1 day of sleep depri-
vation, with this effect becoming stronger across the following
2 additional days of sleep deprivation. In contrast, with regard
to psychological functioning (i.e., mindfulness and need-
based experiences), the time × condition interactions were
only significant after 3 days of sleep deprivation. This indicat-
ed that it took 3 days of sleep deprivation before participants
in the experimental group reported significantly reduced
mindfulness and lower need satisfaction, relative to both the
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control group and their baseline assessment. Of note, none of
the time × condition interactions were significant for need
frustration, indicating that the experimental manipulation did
not cause an increase in participants’ experienced need frus-
tration. These findings are reflected in the mean scores for
each variable across both conditions, which are shown in
Table 2.
Explanatory Chain of MechanismsA SEMmodel was test-
ed to examine the hypothesized chain of mechanisms follow-
ing sleep deprivation, that is, whether changes in fatigue
would relate to changes in mindfulness which, in turn, would
account for (i.e., explain) the relationship between sleep dep-
rivation and reduced need satisfaction. Given that effects were
only found on all variables after 3 days of sleep deprivation,
we focused on changes from the baseline assessment to sleep
deprivation day 3 in these models. Also, because sleep depri-
vation did not affect need frustration, need frustration was no
longer included in these models. Paths were modeled from the
experimental contrast (i.e., control group versus experimental
group) to change in fatigue, from change in fatigue to change
in mindfulness, and from change in mindfulness to change in
need satisfaction. Furthermore, the baseline levels of all vari-
ables were controlled for. Results of this model, shown in
Fig. 2, X2/df = .71, CFI = .99, RMSEA = .04, SRMR = .08,
indicated that 3 days of sleep deprivation contributed to an
increase in fatigue, which in turn related to a decrease in
mindfulness, which then in turn related to reduced need satis-
faction. Next, direct paths were added from the experimental
contrast to change in mindfulness and need satisfaction and
from change in fatigue to change in need satisfaction, but
these paths were dropped because they were non-significant
Table 2 Means and standard deviations for all study variables from the
control group and the experimental group
Variable (unit) Control group Experimental group
Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
Objective sleep quantity (min)
Baseline 423.81 (52.07) 416.70 (58.29)
Sleep deprivation day 1 415.81 (65.54) 278.30 (18.04)
Sleep deprivation day 2 397.69 (56.29) 278.83 (29.05)
Sleep deprivation day 3 413.00 (54.62) 270.26 (19.63)
Fatigue (1–5)
Baseline 1.99 (.85) 1.73 (.77)
Sleep deprivation day 1 1.89 (.95) 2.25 (.77)
Sleep deprivation day 2 1.77 (.74) 2.61 (.78)
Sleep deprivation day 3 1.72 (.66) 2.91 (.94)
Mindfulness (1–5)
Baseline 4.06 (.75) 4.04 (.70)
Sleep deprivation day 1 3.96 (.73) 3.84 (.64)
Sleep deprivation day 2 4.04 (.74) 3.86 (.69)
Sleep deprivation day 3 4.30 (.63) 3.66 (.69)
Need satisfaction (1–5)
Baseline 4.16 (.58) 3.92 (.56)
Sleep deprivation day 1 4.04 (.57) 3.84 (.59)
Sleep deprivation day 2 4.06 (.59) 3.77 (.56)
Sleep deprivation day 3 4.21 (.52) 3.76 (.59)
Need frustration (1–5)
Baseline 1.53 (.51) 1.76 (.59)
Sleep deprivation day 1 1.50 (.54) 1.68 (.41)
Sleep deprivation day 2 1.54 (.58) 1.72 (.46)
Sleep deprivation day 3 1.38 (.41) 1.73 (.56)
Table 1 Repeated measures mixed model ANOVA
Baseline
versus sleep
deprivation
Condition Time Condition × time
BL—SD1 BL—SD2 BL—SD3 BL—SD1 BL—SD2 BL—SD3 BL—SD1 BL—SD2 BL—SD3
F ɳ2 F ɳ2 F ɳ2 F ɳ2 F ɳ2 F ɳ2 F ɳ2 F ɳ2 F ɳ2
Manipulation check
Objective
sleep
duration
35.31** .43 29.76** .39 41.30** .47 70.50** .60 88.26** .65 101.82** .68 55.93** .54 40.99** .47 75.75** .62
Daily measures
Fatigue .04 .00 1.99 .05 5.26* .10 4.53* .10 20.79** .31 21.38** .32 9.60** .18 40.19** .46 41.88** .47
Mindfulness .15 .00 .30 .01 3.95* .08 2.48 .05 1.01 .02 .45 .01 .28 .01 .61 .01 8.18** .15
Need
satisfaction
1.94 .04 2.94 .06 5.11* .10 4.96* .10 4.69* .09 1.02 .02 .18 .00 .19 .00 4.39* .09
Need
frustration
2.28 .05 2.23 .05 5.01* .10 1.22 .03 .09 .00 1.57 .03 .32 .01 .21 .00 .55 .01
BL baseline assessment, SD1 sleep deprivation day 1, SD2 sleep deprivation day 2, SD3 sleep deprivation day 3
*p < .05; **p < .01
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and adding them did not improve model fit. Finally, the indi-
rect association between the experimental sleep deprivation
and reduced need satisfaction via increased fatigue and re-
duced mindfulness was significant (β = − .18, p < .01; CI
95% [− .285; − .075]).
Supplementary Analysis
In supplementary analyses, we considered two alternative se-
quences. First, we explored whether reduced psychological
functioning due to sleep deprivation would also contribute to
increased fatigue, in line with the nascent literature suggesting
causal effects of psychological need satisfaction on subjective
energy (e.g., Martela and Ryan 2016). That is, we considered
the possibility that reductions in mindfulness following sleep
deprivation would undermine need-based experiences which
then, in turn, would predict further increases in fatigue.
Specifically, this model defined paths from the experimen-
tal manipulation to change in mindfulness, from change in
mindfulness to change in need satisfaction, and lastly, from
change in need satisfaction to change in fatigue (all of these
represented changes from baseline to day 3). Results revealed
that sleep deprivation contributed to reduced mindfulness
(β = − .38, p < .001), which in turn related to reduced need
satisfaction (β = .58, p < .001); however, the relation between
change in need satisfaction and change in fatigue was non-
significant (β = .05, ns). Rather, results indicated that reduced
mindfulness yielded a direct relation with increased fatigue
(β = − .43, p < .001), which was not accounted for by reduc-
tions in need satisfaction. This non-significant path between
change in need satisfaction and fatigue was dropped from the
final model, X2/df = 1.05, CFI = .99, RMSEA = .03,
SRMR = .07. Notably, the effect of mindfulness on increased
fatigue emerged above and beyond the effect of the experi-
mental sleep deprivation on increased fatigue (β = .49,
p < .001), indicating that reduced mindfulness only partially
accounted for the association between sleep deprivation and
fatigue. The indirect associations between the experimental
sleep deprivation and reduced need satisfaction (β = − .22,
p < .01; CI 95% [− .338; − .083]) and increased fatigue
(β = .15, p < .001; CI 95% [.080; 237]) via reduced mindful-
ness were both significant. Overall, the initially hypothesized
model (Fig. 2) appeared to represent the data more parsimo-
niously than this alternative sequence of events.
Second, although in our initial model (Fig. 2) we assumed
that impaired mindfulness would precede decreases in need
satisfaction, the reverse sequence is also plausible. Namely,
because decreased need satisfaction may result in less present
moment awareness, impaired mindfulness may also result
from decreased need satisfaction. Indeed, findings from a re-
cent longitudinal study among employees found need satis-
faction to predict higher levels of state mindfulness across
months (Olafsen 2017).Thus, we also examined whether in-
creased fatigue following sleep deprivation would predict de-
creased need satisfaction which, in turn, would undermine
mindfulness.
In this second supplementary model, we added paths from
the experimental manipulation to change in fatigue, from
change in fatigue to change in need satisfaction, and lastly,
from change in need satisfaction to change in mindfulness
(similar to the previous models, all changes represented shifts
from baseline to day 3). Results revealed that sleep depriva-
tion contributed to increased fatigue (β = .64, p < .001); how-
ever, similar to the previousmodel tested, the relation between
change in fatigue and change in need satisfaction was non-
significant (β = − .28, ns). Decreased need satisfaction did,
however, relate to impaired mindfulness (β = .37, p < .001).
Results further revealed that the experimental contrast contin-
ued to yield a direct relation with impaired mindfulness
(β = − .31, p < .001). The fit of this model, X2/df = 2.28,
CFI = .91, RMSEA = .16, SRMR = .08, was poorer than the
fit of our original model with impaired mindfulness predicting
decreased need satisfaction (i.e., Fig. 2). Thus, again, it ap-
peared that our initially hypothesized model better represented
the data. Overall, these findings indicated that increased fa-
tigue following sleep deprivation contributed to decreased
need satisfaction to the extent that it related to impairments
in individuals’ capacity to be mindful.
Discussion
A sizeable percentage of the general public sleep less than 6
hours a night on average (Ford et al. 2015; Jones 2013), put-
ting their functioning at considerable risk. Extending previous
Change Fatigue 
Group 
Control vs Experimental 
.64*** -.46***  .61***  Change Need Satisfaction Change Mindfulness 
Note. *p<.05, **p < .01, p***<.001.  
All changes shown are from the baseline assessment to sleep deprivation day 3.  
Fig. 2 Experimental contrast predicting changes in need satisfaction via changes in fatigue and mindfulness
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research which found sleep deprivation to have a range of
psychological consequences, including mood disturbance
(e.g., Kahn-Greene et al. 2007) and cognitive dysfunction
(Frenda and Fenn 2016), the present research examined the
effects of insufficient sleep on two important and interrelated
resources of mental health, namely the capacity to be mindful
and the satisfaction of individuals’ basic psychological needs.
Furthermore, we considered a chain of mechanisms to under-
stand the effect of sleep deprivation, thereby examining
whether increased fatigue would relate to reduced mindful-
ness, which then, in turn, would forestall need satisfaction.
Replicating a number of previous studies, the present re-
search found sleep deprivation to have an immediate impact
on subjective energy (e.g., Klumpers et al. 2015), with the
effects of insufficient sleep on increased fatigue already man-
ifesting after one night of sleep deprivation. In contrast, it took
longer for effects on psychological functioning to appear, with
participants only reporting reduced mindfulness and de-
creased need satisfaction after 3 days of being sleep deprived.
Interestingly, the induced sleep deprivation had no effect on
participants’ experienced need frustration, indicating that
3 days of being partially sleep deprived did not serve to ac-
tively frustrate individuals’ basic psychological needs.
Perhaps, if the manipulation of sleep duration had been
prolonged across more days or had been more intense during
the 3-day period (e.g., less than 4 hours of sleep or total sleep
loss for 24 hours), the observed effects on psychological func-
tioning would have been more pronounced and may even
have resulted in increased need frustration. For example, if
sleep had been deprived across more days, individuals may
have begun to feel pressured and unable to handle daily tasks
and challenges and perhaps also experience more interperson-
al conflict and difficulties, signifying need frustration. In line
with this, previous research found that sleeping less than 5
hours across 7 consecutive days had cumulative and escalat-
ing effects on waking functioning (Dinges et al. 1997).
The present results extend previous work which indicated
that both mindfulness (e.g., Howell et al. 2010; Kanen et al.
2015) and need-based experiences (e.g., Campbell et al. 2015;
Campbell et al. 2017a, 2017b) are predictive of quality and
quantity of sleep, by showing that sleep at night, and sleep
duration in particular, can also yield a recursive impact on
these psychological factors. Similarly, findings from a recent
diary study also found daily quality and quantity of sleep to
contribute to daily need-based experiences (Campbell et al.
2017b). However, these previous findings were correlational
in nature and did not allow for conclusions about the direction
of effects. Overall, this body of research indicates that a cycli-
cal effect may exist, wherein sleep deprivation undermines
psychological functioning, which in turn leads to further sleep
reductions.
The present findings are important because they speak to
the dynamic interface between individuals’ physiological and
psychological needs, an issue that has received very little prior
attention. Also, the damaging impact of sleep deprivation on
need satisfaction is worrisome from a well-being perspective.
Indeed, a large body of work indicates that the costs of low
need satisfaction to physical and psychological well-being are
numerous and long-lasting; for example, reductions in psy-
chological need satisfaction have been linked to lower life
satisfaction, fewer positive emotions, more depression and
anxiety (see review in Ryan and Deci 2017), and physiologi-
cal arousal including greater salivary cortisol and blood pres-
sure (Quested et al. 2011;Weinstein et al. 2016). The results of
the present findings suggest that accumulated sleep depriva-
tion might indirectly lead to these adverse outcomes because it
undermines psychological need satisfaction.
We also examined whether the observed reductions in sub-
jective energy and mindfulness helped to explain why partic-
ipants in the experimental group reported decreased need sat-
isfaction after 3 days of sleep deprivation. In line with our
hypothesized model, results revealed that reduced energy fol-
lowing sleep deprivation related to impaired mindfulness
which, in turn, contributed to decreased need satisfaction.
Although we explored the possibility that reduced energy
would relate to decreased need satisfaction directly (i.e., with-
out being accounted for by impaired mindfulness), this direct
path was non-significant. The finding that reduced mindful-
ness led to lower need satisfaction is in line with previous
research which found that individuals low in mindfulness re-
port less need satisfaction (Brown and Ryan 2003; Campbell
et al. 2015); whereas in previous research, mindfulness was
examined as an individual difference characteristic. Here, we
found that variations were present from day to day.
There are several possible reasons why reduced impaired
present moment awareness on a given day predicts reduced
need satisfaction. When low in mindfulness, individuals may
be less able to effectively and wholeheartedly engage in daily
activities and thus be less able to derive need satisfaction from
these activities. In addition, impaired mindfulness likely
leaves individuals less in tune with their interests and values
(Christie et al. 2016), and as a result, they may less proactively
select and engage in potentially need-satisfying activities, and
may also be less responsive to opportunities for need satisfac-
tion throughout the day. Furthermore, given that mindfulness
has been shown to mitigate emotional reactivity (Ortner et al.
2007), it is also possible that reduced mindfulness may under-
mine people’s capacity to effectively regulate negative emo-
tions that stem from encountered need-frustrating experiences,
which may aggravate the resulting need frustration.
In a supplementary analysis, we explored an alternative
sequence, namely whether participants’ reported impaired
psychological functioning after 3 days of sleep deprivation
would contribute to further increases in fatigue. Estimation
of this alternative model showed that sleep deprivation affect-
ed fatigue directly as well as indirectly, through reduced
Mindfulness
mindfulness. This suggests that, although fatigue follows to
some extent from a lack of sleep itself, there are also psycho-
logical mechanisms at play that may exacerbate the experi-
enced fatigue. That is, when low in mindfulness, people may
become more easily distracted by their thoughts and emotions
during ongoing activities and it may then require energy for
them to re-center themselves into the present moment, which
in itself may be draining. Overall, these results suggest that
impaired subjective energy following sleep deprivation (i.e.,
fatigue) may not only be predictive of but may also be pre-
dicted by impaired mindfulness.
Limitations and Directions for Future Research
The present study had some limitations. First, as a result of
our effort to create a homogeneous, well-functioning sample,
the final sample was fairly small and consisted mainly of
women. The sample was also subject to self-selection bias,
as all individuals knew before agreeing to participate that
there was a possibility that they would be required to deprive
their sleep; those who may have coped even worse with sleep
deprivation might have self-selected out of the study. If this is
the case, we might expect the detrimental impact of sleep
deprivation to be even stronger in the general population.
Furthermore, because all participants were screened for sleep
disturbances and depressive symptoms, the sample was rela-
tively healthy and may not generalize well to clinical popu-
lations. Thus, it would be interesting to examine whether
these results can be replicated among larger, more heteroge-
neous samples and perhaps also among individuals who are
used to routinely sleeping less, such as shift workers. In ad-
dition, subjective energy and psychological functioning were
only assessed once each evening. Future research could use
experience sampling methodology (e.g., Shiffman et al. 2008)
to collect multiple daily assessments using a smartphone ap-
plication (e.g., Runyan et al. 2013) in order to provide an
understanding of how these processes are related within the
day. For example, it might be that costs to psychological
functioning are seen more in the afternoons and evenings,
when initial energy levels have been depleted. Future exper-
imental studies could also examine the effect of insufficient
sleep on more varied indicators of cognitive functioning such
as decision making, creative thinking, or problem solving,
and examine whether these effects are explained by impaired
mindfulness following sleep deprivation. In addition, future
experimental studies could examine whether manipulating
sleep quality has a similar or more pronounced effect on
psychological functioning, by for example, waking partici-
pants up at regular intervals throughout the night (e.g.,
Finan et al. 2015) to disrupt sleep continuity. Finally, in light
of the present findings, future studies could examine whether
participation in a low-dose mindfulness intervention (e.g.,
Hülsheger et al. 2015) protects participants against the detri-
mental effects of sleep deprivation.
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